
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE CONNISSIQN OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

/
DOCKET NO. 97-095-S — ORDER NO. 97-443

NAv 21, 1997

IN RE: George Kreese,

vs.

)

)
Complalnan, t ~ )

)

)

)

)
Pal met:. to Utili ties, Inc. , )

)
Respondent. . )

)

)

ORDER
GRANTING NOTION
TO NITHDRAW

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of

South Carolina (the Commission) on the Nay 15, 1997 Notion of the

Complainant George T. Kreese, Jr. (Kreese or the Complainant) to

withdraw his complaint„ or in the alternati. ve, t.o di. smiss his

compl. aint without prejudice against the Respondent, Palmetto

Utilities, Inc. (Palmetto or the Respondent). Kreese notes

through his attorney that it has become evident to the Complainant

as part of the exchange of testimony between the parties, that t:he

Respondent Palmetto has no objections to the Complainant

contacti. ng ot:.her municipal providers to determine if they are

willi. ng or capable of providing sewer service. Kreese states that

this was not clear to the Complai. nant prior to the exchange of

testimony. Further, the Complainant states, among other things,
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that he is interested in pursuing other possible alternatives with

the Respondent which could result in the satisfaction of his

complaknt.

Palmetto has filed a Return to the Notion, and states, among

other things, that the complaint should be dismissed without

prejudice only on the condi. tion that if the Complainant refiles
his complaint, that he should be required to proceed based upon

the record currently before the Commission. According to

Palmetto, the Complainant should be prohibited from submitting any

new pleadi. ngs, testimony, discovery, motions or. other papers in

connection with this matter; he should be confined to litigating
e j.ssue in. j. ts presen't pos'tur'e.

Ne have exami, ned this mat. ter, and believe that Kreese should

be allowed to withdraw this complaint without prejudice. While we

find that the suggesti. on of Palmetto that we "freeze" the record

currently before the Commission has merit, we hereby hold our

decision on this point in abeyance.

This Order shall remain in full force and effect until

further Order of the Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE CONNj:SS1ON."

Cha. i rma. n

Executive Director

( SEAr. )
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other things, that the complaint should be dismissed without
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BY ORDEROF THE COMMISSION:

ATTEST:

ve 1 e tot

(SEAL)


